
Deoembst 9, 1957 

Frofassor George Klein 
Lkpattment of nmor BiologJ 
Katolinska fnstitutst 
Stockholm 60, Swsden 

Dear Georgor 

Ta yours of the 28th: 

I am sorry to hear that Hayes will not be on the progmxnj perhaps 
he night change h5.r mind at the last mfnute. however, ths othsr group 
will make a vary aocsptabls disoussion panel, 

Frankly I am a little bit peeved about having, put Szy'mlski OR 
the list under the present clrctmstancsr, I foresee notGilng but bars- 
dam at the very best. Frankly he has been R rather disrui;tfva and un- 
productivr influence in gmetics in th$s country. If you want to ~QQ 
what I an! driving at, you night look at the article by the Japanese 
worksrs In the June, 1957, iosus of the Journal of Baoteriolegy, f 
am a little afraid that he mig$t IWO the occarfon of the syrq205ium for 
eom similar notleense, which under the circwastancss ndpht waste as 
many more n:an monthrr BIB have been s;lent cleaning up his sloppy vork in 
this particular auhjemt just referred to. He is, however, 8 very 
affable fellow and one hates to do anything t&t would offer him the 
lent3t personal offense. 

I think it would bo delightful to have a set of dlscusntmta who 
would actually discuss the papers befng presented, This Is arlothar 
teaeon that Szybalaki doesn't quite fit, It would CJQ quite aprrorriate 
if the discussants could have at least a gsneral at?etract of what the 
principal t~paaksra would bs W@ng about so they em frame advance 
quM3tions. however 1 hops It would be most clearly unr:erstood that the 
discussion ~rogtam shall not Se ueed as an opportunity for V-e rremnta- 
tion of' furttet Independent rapem. TM6 is a matter that can very 
easily run away with itself and I t,?hk some fimem my be neceas,czry 
in order ti kimp the psnsl an a definite emare@. So I would acaepb 
whole-haartedly the “general standpoint from the organizing comittee* 
with the exception of that renter-me that indicstee *thet the yam1 
pm%loiFants cm give short aacounts of such parts of their own work 
that is pertinent to the discussion*, You know very well yourself what 
will ha?yen if that in enoouragsd, 
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There is no ;:oint in dusllinc~ further on the Seybals?:i quest5on 
since the milk seems to have SWXI already spi‘lled. Eiowever , the frame- 
work of the symposium can perhaps be sat u; in such a manner as to make 
ths best of it, Since it la tc last certainly not longer than three 
hours and thirty minutes, there would hardly be time FOP one, full set 
of papers by the principal speakers, a set of subsidiary Farers by the 
secondary speakers and discussion as well. 

I a:c still traftinlJ: to hear from my col3s?orntor, LUS Koseal, about 
the final result8 of our experiments on alti'jody forrxEition. The pre- 
1Linary experiments were most exce:t.ional nrzd there is no question at 
all ai:out the a?ylicaSility of the method. I hope thtlt you xi11 ?,a 
hearing from me further about the ~~oseibillty of some more experiments 
involving the test of tumor lines for t%ir ca:.ncity to produce p&i- 
bodies. 

Xith all best regards, 

Yours sfncerely, 

Joshua Lederl;erg 
FrOfeasoP of !48dictPl Genetics 

JL/ew 


